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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

1. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 9 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious 
over Skeen et al. (5,557,798) In view of Joseph (6,038,603). 

a. As per claims 1 and 8, Skeen discloses an Exchange Manager 
(communications Interface) that performs communication in a computer system 
between applications and external communication hardware (Fig. 1, element 20; 
col. 9, lines 10-14); the Exchange Manager handles different protocols through 
transaction with a communication library (communication interface references a 
communications component that handles a plurality of transport layer protocols; 
col. 9, lines 14-22; Fig. 1); and transferring data to an external system via 
defined protocols and mechanisms (Fig. 1; col. 9, lines 28-32). However, Skeen 
does not explicitly teach the application forwarding, to the Exchange Manager, 
data associated with a URL string, the URL string containing a transport 
mechanism and a destination. Joseph discloses a URL containing a transport 
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mechanism and destination that a browser (application) uses to communicate 
with another computer (Fig. 3A,B; col. 4, lines 55-67, col. 5, lines 1-8). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the method of browser communication via URL's as taught 
by Joseph in the system of Skeen because such an arrangement would allow 
browsers (application), on handheld computer systems, to take advantage of the 
Exchange Manager's ability to communicate using different protocols and media. 
However, the modified Skeen invention still does not teach the steps being 
performed on a handheld device. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept 
and advantages of implementing computer applications and systems on 
handheld devices are well known and expected in the art. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include the modified Skeen invention on a handheld device because the modified 
Skeen invention could then be used in a mobile computing environment, 
b. As per claims 2 and 9, Skeen discloses the claimed invention modified by 
Joseph as described above. However, the Skeen/Joseph invention does not 
disclose the handheld device being a palmtop computer comprising a memory, 
processor, screen, and plurality of communication mechanisms coupled to a bus. 
"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of a palmtop 
computer comprising a processor, memory, screen, and plurality of 
communication mechanisms are well known and expected in the art. It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to Include a memory, processor, screen, and plurality of 
communication mechanisms coupled to a bus in a palmtop computer because 
palmtop computers provide a convenient means for mobile computing and such 
an architectural arrangement would allow for a working palmtop computer. 

c. As per claims 7 and 14, Skeen discloses the claimed Invention modified by 
Joseph as described above. However, the Skeen/Joseph invention does not 
disclose prompting the user for any unspecified criteria Including protocol to use 
or destination. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of 
a system prompting a user for unspecified criteria are well known and expected 
in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include prompting users for unspecified criteria 
because it would ensure that data communications occurred though a program 
did not explicitly specify a protocol or destination. 

3. Claims 3-5 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Skeen et al. (5,557,798) in view of Joseph (6,038,603) as applied to claims 1 and 
7 above, and further in view of Bodnar et al. (6,295,541). 

d. As per claims 3, 4, 10, and 11, Skeen discloses the claimed invention 
modified by Joseph as described above and furthermore teaches Including 
protocols for IP (col. 9, lines 17-21). However, the Skeen/Joseph invention does 
not explicitly teach including an email, radio frequency, infrared, or 
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synchronization protocols. Bodnar teaches a palmtop computer capable of 
synchronization, Infrared, radio frequency communications, and email 
communications (col. 10, 42-53; Fig. 2). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to include the 
methods of synchronization, radio frequency, infrared, and email 
communications in a palmtop computer as taught by Bodnar in the system of 
Skeen/Joseph because including such protocols would allow for additional 
options in communication media with the palmtop computer, 
e. As per claims 5 and 12, Skeen discloses the claimed invention modified by 
Joseph as described above. However, the Skeen/Joseph invention does not 
explicitly teach sending a data file. Bodnar teaches a palmtop computer sending 
datasets (data files) (Fig. 2; col. 10, lines 23-33). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
sending datasets from a palmtop computer as taught by Bodnar in the system of 
Skeen/Joseph because it would allow for the synchronization of datasets as 
taught by Bodner (Abstract). 
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4. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Skeen et al. (5,557,798) in view of Joseph (6,038,603) as applied to claims 1 and 7 
above, and further in view of Suzuki (6,385,636). 

f. As per claims 6 and 13, Skeen discloses the claimed invention modified by 
Joseph as described above. However, the Skeen/Joseph invention does not 
explicitly teach sending an application program. Suzuki teaches a client 
computer being transmitted an application (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include transmitting applications between computer systems as taught by Suzuki 
in the system of Skeen/Joseph because this would allow for workloads to be 
distributed in the computing environment as taught by Suzuki (Abstract). 

5. Claims 15-16, 19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious 
over Skarbo et al. (6,317,777). 

g. As per claim 15, Skarbo teaches receiving a file of information (document) 
form an external source (document server) (col. 10, lines 45-56); a Uniform 
Resource Locator associated with said file (col. 10, lines 16-25); identifying an 
application for said file based on the data type of said file and an application 
registry (col. 10, lines 52-56); and storing the file in memory and associating said 
file with a dataset associated with said application (col. 10, lines 52-56). 
However, the Skarbo invention does not teach the steps being performed on a 
handheld device. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages 



Application/Control Number: 09/598,668 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2141 

of implementing computer applications and systems on handheld devices are 
well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the Skarbo 
invention on a handheld device because the Skarbo invention could then be used 
in a mobile computing environment. 

h. As per claim 16, Skarbo discloses the modified invention described above. 
Furthermore, Skarbo discloses the computing apparatus comprising a bus (col. 
12, lines 42-45) and a processor, memory unit, and screen (video interface) 
coupled to said bus (col. 12, lines 51-55). The computing device also contains a 
plurality of communication mechanisms (col. 13, lines 31-49). However, Skarbo 
does not explicitly teach the computing device being a palmtop computer. 
"Official Notice" is taken that both the advantages and concept of a handheld 
device (taught in the combination of the parent claim) being a palmtop computer 
are well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a palmtop 
computer as the handheld device in the modified Skarbo invention because 
palmtop computers provide a convenient means for mobile computing. 

i. As per claim 19, Skarbo discloses the modified invention described above. 
Furthermore, Skarbo discloses the file being a data file (document; col. 10, lines 
45-56). 
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j. As per claim 21, Skarbo discloses the claimed invention modified above. 
However, the Skarbo invention does not disclose prompting the user to specify 
an application to associate an unknown data type with. "Official Notice" is taken 
that both the concept and advantages of a system prompting a user for an 
application to associate unknown data with are well known and expected in the 
art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include prompting users for application association of 
because it would allow for users to view unknown data with the application they 
desire. 

6. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Skarbo et al. (6,317,777) in view of Bodnar et al. (6,295,541). 

k. As per claims 17-18, Skarbo discloses the claimed invention modified as 
described above and furthermore teaches including protocols for IP (col. 2, lines 
29-40) and FTP (col. 13, lines 32-40). However, the modified Skarbo invention 
does not explicitly teach including an email or synchronization protocol. Bodnar 
teaches a palmtop computer capable of synchronization and email 
communications (col. 10, 42-53; Fig. 2). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the 
methods of synchronization and email communications in a palmtop computer as 
taught by Bodnar in the modified system of Skarbo because including such 
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protocols would allow for additional options In communication media with the 
palmtop computer. 

7. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Skarbo 
et al. (6,317,777) in view of Suzuki (6,385,636). 

I. As per claim 20, Skarbo discloses the claimed invention modified as 
described above. However, the modified Skarbo invention does not explicitly 
teach sending an application program. Suzuki teaches a client computer being 
transmitted an application (Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
transmitting applications between computer systems as taught by Suzuki in the 
modified system of Skarbo because this would allow for workloads to be 
distributed in the computing environment as taught by Suzuki (Abstract). 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph D Shaw whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0094. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday and alternate 
Fridays, 7am - 4pm. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 703-305-4003. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Joseph Shaw 
Examiner 
AU 2141 




